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holdings of all freemen and villeins alike from the exactions of
Church and State. Even privilege had its basis in distinctions
humanly intelligible, A lord, drunk or sober, was a lord, and
entitled, in the opinion of the majority, to be treated as such.
To pass along the centuries to the epoch only just concluded,
the individualist system had a perfectly logical defence to the
most grotesque anomalies of fortune, and, what was far more
important, a perfectly logical answer to all political agitation.
The theory was a perfect equality of opportunity, and if the
theory was not working the practical answer was to make it work.
And, in so far as it did work, the system justified itself. In the
long run it failed to work, but only because of the resolute
refusal of the governing class to turn the theory of equal
opportunity into practice. . . . Communism, like individu-
alism, provides an answer which may be unsatisfactory (though
in a different way), but is at least intelligible. . . . The state
capitalist society is unique in providing no answer at all.'

It will be noted that in every instance given in this passage,
written in 1934, of possible new demands to which, under the
welfare state, there would be no logical answer, the demands
foreshadowed have long since been made and granted. A mass
of altogether new demands has also, since then, been made
and granted, and further demands are on the way. Already
the vast army of state pensioners is gravely dissatisfied and,
as I write, substantial increases are proposed for the 1,200,000
persons in receipt of National Assistance, mainly in supple-
mentation of welfare state benefits. How long will the people
be content to get as public assistance what they have been
taught to claim as a right? Most of the claims made on the
welfare state are inherently reasonable; the situation is critical
not because they are unreasonable but because they are claimed
as a right, irrespective of effort, and because the machinery of
economic adjustment which would relate at least the totality of
such claims to the economic effort of the workers as a whole
has been deliberately put out of action by the present .Socialist
Government.

We are often asked how, if the economic effort is not at least
roughly proportionate to the rewards provided, the present
welfare state, allied to the present Socialist policy, has not